Loompanics Unlimited Online Store 


Enter Keywords to Search: 


Additional Info 
Alphabetical Link to Titles 
Articles 

Author Closeups 

Interesting Links 

Frequently Asked Questions 
Loompanics T-Shirt 

Mail In Order Form 

Online Shipping Information 
Offline Shipping Information 


Wanted- Authors to write books 


Writer's Guidelines 


Supplements 
Spring Supplement 
Summer Supplement 
Fall Supplement 
Winter Supplement 
Holiday Supplement 


Order Catalog 
Loompanics Catalog - Paper 
Version 


Category List 
Anarchism and Egoism 
Big Brother Is Watching You 
Computers 

Conducting Investigations 
Crime And Police Science 
Drugs 

Fake LD. 

Gimme Shelter 

Guerrilla Warfare 

Guns 

Head For The Hills 
Heresy/Weird Ideas 
Intelligence Increase 

Locks And Locksmithing 
Mass Media 

Miscellaneous 
Money-Making Opportunities 
Murder, Death, and Torture 
Outlaw History 

Paralegal Skills 

Prison 

Privacy And Hiding Things 
Reality Creation 


Ads by Google Free Books Books to Read Sell Books Used Books 


Cloud Computin 


www.bitcloud.com.au 


Fully Managed Cloud, 
99.95% SLA 24/7 Local 
Support, Geo Redundant 


AdChoices [> 


© 2005 by Loompanics Unlimited 


An Interview with Mike Hoy, 


Founder and President of Loompanics Unlimited 
Regarding 


What is Going On Here Anyway? 
Q: What is “Loompanics Unlimited?” 


Loompanics Unlimited is a publishing and _ bookselling company 
specializing in odd, unusual, controversial, and wild-ass books, with an 
emphasis on questioning authority. We have been in business for 28 years 
now. We are a small business, bringing out about 15 of our own titles a 
year, and offering approximately 150 new titles per year from other 
publishers. Our current Catalog with Supplements contains more than 600 
titles. 


Q: Why is your Catalog dedicated to the Second Law of 


Thermodynamics ? 


The Second Law of Thermodynamics is the tendency towards universal 
entropy — in short, over time, chaos will prevail. “Things fall apart, the 
center cannot hold...” (Yeats). Within society, Loompanics favors more 
entropy, i.e., Jess government laws and other social restrictions — 
increased anarchy. Within our own bodies, Loompanics favors less 
entropy, i.e., less degeneration and death. So the Second Law of 
Thermodynamics is at once a friend indeed, and a worthy adversary. 
America needs to loosen up. 


Q: Many of your books deal with violence and criminal activity. Aren't 
you harming society by making available information on how to 
manufacture illegal drugs, or offering how-to-do-it violence manuals? 


Of course not. Nothing harms “society” more than censorship and 
dogmatism. I believe that people are mature enough to be allowed to find 
out anything they want to know about anything they want to know about, 
and that any attempt to suppress the free transmission of ideas and 
information will cause much more harm than freedom ever could. Mostly, 
the “harm” of freedom is to institutions and ideologies that don't want us 
to be able to find stuff out. The “harm” from publishing, say, Secrets of 
Methamphetamine Manufacture (now in its 6th edition) is nothing 
compared to the harm of having the DEA be our only source of 
information about drugs, or the harm of throwing people in prison for 
talking about drugs in a way that they don't like. 


Q: So you think it would be harmless for a fourth grader to get hold of a 
copy of Secrets of Meth? How can you say that? 


In the first place, I do not sell to fourth graders, but for the sake of 
argument, let's say that I did sell a copy of Secrets of Meth to a 9-year- 
old — what could the “harm” possibly be? Here is a brief excerpt from 
that book: “Another way of doing the electric cell method of turning the 
propenylbenzene into phenylacetone is given in the Journal of Organic 
Chemistry article, Volume 49. If, at the conclusion of passing current 
through the reaction mixture, a little 1% solution of sulfuric acid is added 
and stirred for an hour, the product of the cell in 98% yield of the same 
glycol by the formic acid and peroxide method.” That is from page 72. 


Now, I submit that if we had a fourth grader who could actually 
understand that passage, what we ought to do is give that kid a state-of- 
the-art laboratory and get the hell out of his way. A guy like that might 
discover a cure for cancer, or something. A phenom like that ought to be 
encouraged to study chemistry. And furthermore, the passage 
demonstrates that a goodly part of any illegal drug manufacture book is 
going to rely heavily on mainstream chemistry — because life itself is 
chemistry. 


Q: The “Drugs” Section in your current Catalog contains more than 70 
titles. Are you encouraging people to use drugs? 


I'm encouraging people to think about drugs. There is more absolute 
horseshit and just plain lies being put out about “drugs” than any other 
subject. “Just say no” makes exactly as much sense as “Just say yes.” My 
position is “Just say know.” Drugs have been demonized in this country 
to provide an excuse to trample on our civil liberties and make us so 
scared and dumb that we cannot think. The fact of the matter is that we 
humans (and many other species, too!) have been getting high on one 
substance or another ever since we first stood up on our hind legs. 
Esteemed scientists such as Dr. Ronald K. Siegel have postulated that the 


desire for intoxication is actually a fourth drive, as unstoppable as hunger, 
thirst, and sex. I think that drugs are a positive force in our society, and it 
is evil to prohibit our access to them. 


To give only one example, just think of the economic miracle that would 
result from the legalization of cannabis — not just “hemp” or “medical 
marijuana” but pot for getting high, too. It's already one of the most 
lucrative cash crops in the USA — why not recognize that fact, and all of 
us benefit from it? It's an ideal crop for small farmers. Why should 
someone have his life destroyed by being sent to prison for helping 
people? Just so some lifelong parasitic pigs can continue to slurp at the 
public trough? That's not enough reason for me. Legalize it all, and let 
people be. 


Q: You have a number of anarchist books in your Catalog. Are you an 
anarchist? 


Pretty much so, although I am too much of an anarchist to be an anarchist 
—I have found that the organized anarchists have too many rules and too 
many leaders for me. I am so much of an anarchist that I have gone 
beyond anarchy — I am agnostic about anarchism. I guess I would call 
myself a political solipsist. I don't much know how “society should be 
organized,” but I want everybody to be able to live the way they want. I 
would like to see everyone create his own reality. I think that any large 
institution not just government is likely to be dangerous to individuals. 
That is where I part company with the “Libertarians” — they actually seem 
to think that large corporations are rivals of the government. My view is 
that they have become interchangeable with the government. In fact, 
corporations now wield even more power than governments — look at 
what is going on in Afghanistan and Iraq, for Chrissakes. The U.S. 
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Government is serving the “oil” and “defense” “industries.” 


Q: So, if a person can't trust the government, and can't trust private 
corporations, what do you think people should do in order to be more 
free? 


Well, I don't have a one-size-fits-all platform that I want everybody to all 
cluster-fuck together on. I just want people to give their heads a good 
spring cleaning, and start looking for things they can do to help 
themselves. I sell a lot of books on things like starting up little businesses, 
making money on the side, breaking free of the work/consumer economy. 
What might be swell for one person might not be a good idea at all for 
another. But if your mind is closed to the possibility of doing anything 
except traditional work, you will not be able to recognize an opportunity, 
even if it bites you on the ass. 


I sell books on increasing your intelligence, both by raising your “I.Q.” 
and by expanding the boundaries of your thinking. Books such as How to 
Start Your Own Country, or The Last Frontiers on Earth might sound 
“crazy,” but they get you thinking about questions such as “What is 
sovereignty?” and “How far off the beaten path can someone actually 
go?” 


Plus, it is just plain fun to think about the possibility, the overlooked 
alternative — and freedom should be fun, above all else. If it ain't fun, then 
it ain't really freedom. 


Q: What is the Loompanics logo? Is that some kind of space ship or 
something? 


Yes, what that is, is it's an orbiting space colony of the type proposed by 


Gerard K. O'Neil in his 1976 book The High Frontier. I was very 
impressed by the idea that a relatively small group of people could get off 
this planet and out by themselves, and literally have their own world. 
Unfortunately for just about everybody, the idea has been co-opted by the 
government, in order to militarize outer space (“Star Wars”) and right 
now it doesn't look like we, the people, are ever going to be able to live 
like that. But I like the idea, so I have kept it as the company logo. 


Q: The Loompanics Catalog and Supplements contain features and 
articles as well as book write-ups. 


Uh-huh, I always like to have a couple features that reflect the Catalog's 
general orientation: individual freedom. Over the years, I have collected 
the best of these articles into four anthologies: Loompanics' Greatest Hits, 
Loompanics' Golden Records, Loompanics Unlimited Live! In Las Vegas, 
and Loompanics Unlimited Conquers the Universe. There's some really 
good writing in there. 


Q: What do you look for in a book to publish or sell? 


What I really like to see is for someone who knows what he's talking 
about to take a subject that is little-known, or even abhorrent, and then 
write a straightforward how-to-do-it book about it. Books such as The Art 
& Science of Dumpster Diving, Methods of Disguise, Making Crime Pay, 
Rancho Costa Nada: The Dirt Cheap Desert Homestead, If We Can Keep 
a Severed Head Alive..., How to Start Your Own Country, Did Jesus 
Exist?, Practical LSD Manufacture, Combat Knife Throwing, The $51 
Fantasy, etc., etc. I love this sort of thing, and I always have, and I always 
will. 


I like challenging books, funny books, exciting books, crazy books. 
Sometimes reporters have asked me “What kind of people would buy 
books like these, Mike?” I always answer people like me. When I am 
putting together the Catalog, or a Supplement, I always imagine what 
books I would like to see for sale, what books I would buy, and I look for 
those kinds of books. Useful books, outrageous books, beyond-the-pale 
books, over-the-top books. How to Build Your Own Log Home for Less 
Than $15,000, Stealth Juror, Home Workshop Professional Lock Tools, 
How to Make Driver's Licenses and Other ID on Your Home Computer, 
They Were White and They Were Slaves, Everything You Know is Wrong, 
How to Be an Ass-Whipping Boxer, Guns Save Lives, etc., etc. I literally 
cannot get enough of this stuff. 


Q: How do you get your manuscripts? Do people just send them in, or 
what? 


Well, by now, as little-known as we are, Loompanics is well-known 
enough that we do get a lot of manuscripts that just come in over the 
transom. But I will also think of ideas for books I'd like to see, and then 
look for an author to write the book. I am very proud to be the publisher 
of writers like Ace Backwords, eddie the wire, Jon Fisher, Claire Wolfe, 
John Q. Newman, Uncle Fester, and many others whose first books were 
published by Loompanics. These are all intelligent writers, with great 
senses of humor, who have a lot to say that is important, and I think it 
says a lot for my company that we are their publishers. 


And sometimes one of our regular authors will refer another author to us. 
Sometimes, other small press publishers will refer an author to us who has 
a project that isn't quite right for them. And we run listings in Writer's 
Market, and other standard references soliciting authors. Lots of times, 
our customers will become authors. When I was first getting Loompanics 


going, and was operating it out of my basement, eddie the wire (before he 
was “eddie the wire”) would stop over to the house to buy books, and we 
would shoot the shit, and he looked over all my lock picking titles (which 
were from other publishers), and told me that he could write better stuff. 
So, I said go ahead — make my day, and thus was born The Complete 
Guide to Lock Picking. We get our manuscripts wherever we can. 


Q: Where do you get your customers? None of your books will ever be 
available on the paperback rack at Safeway. 


Well, like our authors, we get our customers wherever we can. We have 
advertised in magazines such as High Times, Reason, The Nation, and 
other alternative periodicals. We have also advertised in mainstream 
intellectual mags like Harper's, The Atlantic, even Popular Science. The 
Wall Street Journal has always refused to allow us to advertise, which 
demonstrates a large lack of faith on their part in the self-correcting 
mechanism of the free market. Sometimes we will set up at shows and 
conventions, such as anarchist book fairs, the Northwest Book Fair in 
Seattle, the American Library Association's convention, gun shows, 
survival shows, libertarian conventions, comix conventions, and even the 
big ABA convention a couple of times. And we mail Samplers and 
Supplements to bookbuyer lists of other small publishers, and magazine 
subscribers. Wherever we think there might be literate people who like 
unusual books, we will try to let them know about us. 


I also do newspaper and magazine and radio interviews, and we set them 
up for our authors, too. I've even been on TV a few times, as have some 
of our authors. I enjoy talking about freedom of the press and why it is so 
necessary. Sometimes, I will get an interviewer who wants to do a hatchet 
job on Loompanics, and portray us as a bunch of Communist child 
molesters, or something. A couple months ago, I did an NPR interview in 
which the host (Bob somebody) became so disoriented with my mocking 
of the “War on Terrorism” that he cut me off in the middle of a sentence, 
sneering, “Worst of luck!” 


When you're in business at the level we're at, there is really no such thing 
as bad publicity. I'm not looking for people who are afraid to question 
what their television sets tell them. If I wasn't pissing off assholes like that 
NPR guy, I wouldn't have much to offer anyone with brains. 


Q: Do you think there is such a thing as an evil book? Wouldn't society 
be better off is some books were just plain not allowed to be printed? 


Well, I guess you could say that some books are “evil” — that is, evil in 
their intent. Myself, I think books encouraging people to be superstitious, 
books urging people to not think, could be considered “evil” — most 
religious tracts, for example. But I don't see how “society” would be 
“better off’ by banning such tomes. The best thing you can do to 
superstitious ignorance is to shine the light on it. 


Q: But what about books which openly incite violence, books 
encouraging people to break laws, and even giving detailed instructions 
on exactly how to do it? 


Sometimes violence needs to be incited. Most laws are stupid and deserve 
to be broken. Besides, how could police officers be trained, without 
knowledge of how laws are broken? People who call for censorship never 
call for the government to be censored. But what is “the government” but 
a bunch of people? Cops who have a detailed knowledge of criminal 
techniques might not always be cops. How can you erase information 
from their brains when they revert to being civilians? 


The mass media like to play up the fact that Timothy McVeigh was 
associated with “militia groups” (although he did not belong to a single 
such group). What they are less fond of telling us is that McVeigh was 
trained in the use of explosives by the United States military. One of the 
most violent publications I have ever seen is US Army Field Manual 21- 
150 (Combatives) — an illustrated bible of ways of killing people. It is 
used to train infantry soldiers. How many ex-infantrymen are walking 
around right now who have read, and practiced the techniques of, that 
book? Obviously, information is not “evil” — only acts of people are evil. 


Q: But why make it easy for people who want to harm others to obtain 
information on how to do it? 


Why make it difficult for honest people to find out anything they want to 
know about anything they want to know about? It isn't information that 
harms anybody — it is action. You could make a similar case against just 
about anything — knives, for example. Now, there is something that 
actually can be used to hurt somebody, and it isn't theoretical, either. 
There are thousands of known instances where knives have been used to 
rob, harm, and even kill people. And knives are for sale everywhere! In 
literally every town in America, anybody can walk in and buy as many 
knives as they want, with no questions asked. But I am not aware of 
anybody who wants to outlaw knives. 


However, there are people who think publishers should be jailed, or sued, 
for publishing books about knives. As far as I can figure, censors, 
whatever their stated rationales, are people who fear knowledge. That's 
what it is. They don't want people to know. But anybody who would be 
put in charge of banning books would themselves have to know what was 
in the books, or how else could they determine that a book is “bad?” 
Censors think they should be allowed to read the very books they want to 
imprison us for reading! 


I don't want anybody telling me that I can't read something. Nobody but 
me has the right to decide that for me. 


Q: So would-be censors are trying to manipulate people via their fear of 
the unknown? 


Exactly. And the less you know, the more susceptible you are to 
manipulation via your ignorance. That's what all “leaders” do. It's how 
they try to make themselves seem necessary — they're going to protect you 
from some vague menace, and the vaguer the menace, the more ignorant 
you have to be to fall for their line. They don't want you to have facts at 
your command, or to know how to think. 


Just look at the dazzling array of vague menaces the mass media tries to 
scare us with every single day. “Terrorists,” “Satanists,” ““Pedophiles,” 
“Drug Dealers,” and so on. Whenever, say, some fucked up kid shoots a 
few people at a school, it is blared on every channel for days, weeks, 
months, even years afterwards, creating the false impression that “it can 
happen anywhere.” The fact is, that insofar as school shootings are 
concerned, they have hardly ever happened anywhere. A kid actually has 
a better chance of being struck by lightning on the playground than to be 
shot by another student. 


They want you to be afraid. They don't want you to be calm and sensible, 
and efficacious, and in charge of yourself. They want you to come 
running to them. And their “solutions” are never more freedom. It's 
always less freedom, more surveillance, more rules, more laws, more 


cops, more “teachers,” and more snitches. Most high schools now have 
surveillance cameras in them, on the pretense that they are “protecting” 
the kids from being shot. Actually, no school shooting has ever been 
solved by surveillance cameras. Those cameras are there to catch the kids 
breaking petty rules, such as sneaking a joint, or something equally 
harmless. And to train the kids to get used to always being spied on. 


That's what compulsory schooling is really all about. John Taylor Gatto 
makes it clear in his book Dumbing Us Down that the hidden curriculum 
of public schools is to turn us into docile state/corporate worker bees. One 
of the most brilliant of their deceptions is the false equation of schooling 
with education. They are not the same thing at all. Schooling means going 
to school — period. Education means learning — and most real learning 
takes place outside of school. I mean, just think of anything you know 
how to do. Anything. Riding a bicycle, for instance. You know how to 
ride a bike, don't you? How did you learn that? Did you go to a taxpayer- 
financed, chain-link-fence-surrounded, — surveillance-camera-infested 
government building, sit in your assigned seat afraid to say a word unless 
a tax-consuming bureaucrat gave you permission, and then suck up to him 
so he will give you a good “grade?” No. You just went out and did it, 
that's how you learned to ride a bike. And it is the same with just about 
everything. School is the worst way to try to learn anything. 


Q: So the less we know, the easier we are to manipulate? 


The less we know, and the less we are able to find things out, and the less 
we want to find things out. The best thing for them is to get us so we do 
not want to think for ourselves. Then we will fall for their phony baloney. 
Look at how they try to scare us about “drugs,” for instance. They never 
admit the positive side of drugs, the real reasons why people take them. 
They always find some case of a person who can't handle some substance, 
and then try to pretend that every case of a person taking that drug will 
have that negative result. 


For example, consider methamphetamine. Now there is a drug that has 
been thoroughly demonized. Most people think meth is just plain “bad,” 
but like any other drug, it can be, and is, used without harm by lots of 
people. The US military gives methamphetamine to its pilots to help them 
stay awake while they are carpet-bombing Third World civilians. But you 
don't see whoever the current “Drug Czar” is trumpeting that fact. They 
will always pick out some pathetic junkie who got strung out on meth, and 
then claim that it is the fault of the drug. And unless we keep meth super- 
outlawed, and even consider imprisoning people who write about meth, 
then your kids are going to wind up like that junkie. 


What faulty reasoning! That is like pointing to a wino lying drunk in the 
gutter and saying, “Look what an evil substance wine is. We must protect 
our children from the menace of wine! Let's have the death penalty for 
wine traffickers! Anyone who would write, publish, read or possess a 
book of winemaking recipes should go to prison for years! If that's what it 
takes to protect our kids from wine, then I'm in favor of it.” 


Look how stupid that is. I don't think anyone but the most maniacal 
prohibitionist would actually say that about wine, but the fact is, it's the 
same for every other “drug.” Some people can't handle various drugs, but 
that's no reason to make them generally illegal for everyone. Some people 
can't drive cars without causing harm, but cars should be generally 
available. Same with guns, or anything else. General prohibition is stupid, 
and can only be maintained by increasing stupidity. 


You can only maintain general prohibition by demonizing the prohibited 


item. If it were illegal to wear blue socks, then you would have a “Blue 
Socks Czar” who would be foghorning away about the Menace of Blue 
Socks, and this could only be gotten away with if you have a population 
so dumbed down and afraid that they could believe this shit. And people 
would be encouraged to give anonymous tips to the pigs about “Blue 
Socks Dealers,” and then when the cops break into somebody's house and 
assassinate them, the media will report “another Blue Socks related 
death.” 


We are living in a truly insane society, and it is a task just to try to keep 
your head clear. You really can't believe anything “They” say. 


Q: So that is why you think freedom of the press is so important. 


Yes, it is. Freedom of expression is what makes all our other freedoms 
possible. 


Q. So you don't go much for censorship? 


You might say that. How can individuals make intelligent decisions, 
unless we have access to information and ideas? Attempts to control 
access to information, no matter who does it, are anti-life. My theory is, 
that the urge to censor is based on fear — fear of the human mind. What 
possible reason is there to forbid anyone to read a book? If the book is 
false, the best thing is to get it out there and expose it. If the book is true, 
the best thing is to get it out there and expose it. When has prohibiting 
thinking ever helped anything? 


Q. You have a broader concept of “censorship” than just the 
government passing laws. 


Yes, I do. Government censorship at least is right out there in the open, 
where everyone can see that it is censorship, and exactly what is being 
censored. It is much easier to fight it, if it can be seen. According to an 
article on AlterNet, (“Personal Voices: The End of Academic Freedom?” 
by Beshara Doumani), as I write this, there is a bill in the US Senate (it 
already passed the House: House Resolution 3077) that “ would rob our 
society of the open exchange of ideas on college campuses.” The bill 
includes a provision “to establish an advisory board to monitor campus 
international studies centers in order to ensure that they advance the 
national interest. ...the target is clearly the nation's 17 centers for Middle 
East studies. ...[Its] aim is to defend the foreign policy of this 
administration by stifling critical and informed discussion on U.S. 
campuses.” 


Doumani continues: “Campus Watch and other hawkish, pro-Israeli right- 
wing organizations have launched campaigns to pressure and discredit 
professors judged to be un-American for questioning U.S. policy in the 
Middle East. Some organizations openly recruit students to inform on 
their teachers. Students and faculty connected academically or culturally 
to Muslim and Middle Eastern countries have been especially targeted. 
Some have been subjected to hate mail blitzes and their institutions 
pressured to short-circuit their careers. Sen. Rick Santorum, R-Penn., 
announced his intent last April to introduce legislation cutting federal 
funding to institutions of higher learning where students or faculty 
criticize Israel, labeling such criticism — regardless of its content or basis 
in fact — as Anti-Semitic.” 


Notice here that we have all three forms of censorship joining forces to 
deprive us of facts and points of view which are contrary to the current 
regime (and any future regimes, where the law is concerned). First, you 


have the proposed law, which would not actually throw anybody in jail, 
but would “cut funding” to any institution which allowed such talk. 
Government funding is one of the best forms of sneaky censorship — first 
the Feds tax away money from localities, so that then local institutions 
need to be “helped” by Federal funds; then all sorts of social engineering 
strings are attached to the funding (which was taxed away from the locals 
to begin with). 


Then, second, we see here private censorship: non-government groups 
trying to silence people with opposing points of view, in the hope that this 
will, third, lead to the worst form of censorship of all: self censorship. 
Any prof who doesn't want his career chopped off had better keep his 
mouth shut about criticizing the government. So “censorship” doesn't 
necessarily have to only take the form of the government passing a law 
that you will go to prison if you say such-and-such. The sneakier 
censorship is, the harder it is to fight (or even to recognize). 


Q. What are some other types of private censorship? 


Well, the absurd expansion of corporate “intellectual property” is one 
frightening type. Even everyday activities, such as swinging a swing or 
traditional farming techniques have been commodified as “intellectual 
property.” The story of how a small coterie of multinational corporations 
came to write the charter for a new global information order is told in the 
book Information Feudalism, by Peter Drahos and John Braithwaite. The 
following text appeared on the copyright page of a recent ebook edition of 
Lewis Carroll's novel Alice in Wonderland: 


COPY. No text selections can be copied from the book to the clipboard. 
PRINT. No printing is permitted of this book. 

LEND. This book cannot be lent or given to someone else. 

GIVE. This book cannot be given to someone else. 

READ ALOUD. This book cannot be read aloud. 


Alice in Wonderland was first published in 1865, but a corporation now 
tells us that we cannot “read it aloud.” This is only one example of the 
perversion of the concept of “intellectual property.” Look at how that 
recording industry group has been suing college kids for downloading 
songs. They pick kids whom they know do not have the monetary and 
legal resources to stand up to them, and get them to “settle” for a couple 
thou or so. And then each one of those “settlements” can be cited as a 
precedent every time they pull this on anyone. 


Curiouser and curiouser, as Alice herself might have put it. I read an 
article the other day which revealed that independent auto repair shops 
(and individual car owners) are having the codes to the computer chips 
which run our cars (modern automobiles have 40 or so chips in them) 
withheld from them, so that when something goes wrong, a car owner can 
only have his car fixed by authorized dealerships. A guy isn't even 
allowed to work on his own car anymore, because the knowledge of how 
his car runs is the “intellectual property” of the car manufacturers. 
Information Feudalism covers “intellectual property” as censorship in 
depth. 


Q. What are some other forms of private censorship? 


Well, of course, there are the various “speech codes” on college campuses 
(see The Shadow University, by Alan Charles Kors and Harvey A. 
Silverglate). This book lays bare the totalitarian mindset that udergirds 
speech codes, conduct codes, and “campus life” bureaucracies, through 
which a cadre of deans and counselors indoctrinate students and faculty in 


an ideology that favors group rights over individual rights, sacrificing free 
speech and academic freedom to spare the “sensitivities” of currently 
favored groups. 


Another kind of private censorship is lawsuits. If you publish a book, and 
someone you never heard of in your life does something that happens to 
be in the book and harms a person, the person can sue you. Until very 
recently, publishers and media producers had assumed that — with a few 
exceptions such as libel — freedom of expression was absolute and 
protected from civil liability claims in the form of damage awards. Then 
along came an ambulance-chasing shyster looking for deep pockets (the 
Hit Man case), and now publishers have to worry about being sued off the 
face of the Earth for something a reader of one of their books might do. 
And it's not just books, either. The Hit Man case was cited as a precedent 
in a lawsuit against Oliver Stone, director of the movie Natural Born 
Killers, claiming that Stone was responsible for damages inflicted by 
someone who watched his movie. An excellent book on this type of 
private censorship is The First Amendment and Civil Liability by Robert 
M. O'Neil. 


Q. Is there more? 


Unfortunately, yeah, lots. One of the most widespread forms of private 
censorship is the forbidding of advertising. The “Libertarians” are 
notorious for this kind of censorship. Reason magazine for years forbade 
Loompanics to place any ad whatsoever — this from a publisher who 
claims to be devoted to “Free Minds and Free Markets” (as long as they 
are not too free, I guess). I remember once, shortly after they had refused 
one of our book ads, receiving a fund-raising letter from Reason soliciting 
“donations” on the grounds that they were such big-balled, two-fisted 
freedom fighters that they had difficulty selling ads in their magazine, and 
you were therefore supposed to give them something for nothing. These 
hypocrites refused to engage in a straight-forward honest business deal 
(selling us ads), instead asking for handouts (and lying about why they 
were doing it) — this from an outfit which opposes food stamps for poor 
people on the grounds that giving them something they did not earn would 
destroy their “incentive” to earn a living. 


We used to occasionally rent the subscriber list of Liberty magazine to 
send its readers a sampler of our books. On these occasions, Liberty 
would rent their list only “on the condition that no nudity appear in the 
mailing piece.” Thus does the publisher of a “Libertarian” magazine 
protect the virgin eyes of his readers from the trauma of seeing a pen- 
and-ink drawing of a woman's left nipple. 


. Why do you think that the “Libertarians” are so timid? 
Q. Why do y 


Well, these examples are actually more si//y than they are threatening — I 
mean, what a bunch of fucking sissies, eh? But the fact of the matter is 
that no one has ever done more to discredit an ideology by espousing it 
than the “Libertarians.” They foghorn away about the necessity of the 
profit motive, but every “Libertarian” propaganda outfit is a non-profit 
corporation or foundation. Every one. Being themselves so incompetent 
that they cannot run an enterprise at a profit, they beseech the government 
to adopt policies forcing everybody but them to live by trade. 


And since their products (books, magazines, treatises, etc.) are so 
worthless that they cannot support themselves by selling them, they ask 
the government to grant them “tax-free” status, and then ask corporations 
to give them “donations.” That is why they are so squeamish about 
accepting ads — they are afraid some corporate suckfish might be offended 


by actual “free minds and free markets” and shut off their handouts. And 
when corporations give the “Libertarians” money, the corporations are 
allowed to deduct these handouts as a “business expense.” Corporate 
donors are their real “customers” and they are scared to print anything the 
corporations might not like. 


There has been a number of books published recently which call into 
question the corporate form of enterprise, especially as it is practiced by 
American/multinational corporations, but you won't find ads for any of 
them in “Libertarian” magazines. A recent piece in a “Libertarian” 
magazine (one devoted to “individual liberty”) warns its readers against 
even thinking critically about corporations and presents them with their 
thought-stopping mantra: “anti-corporatism.” Thus, any discussion of the 
true nature of corporations will be labeled by “Libertarians” as “anti- 
corporatism” and they will respond to the thing as if it were the label. 
That is, they will refuse to think about it at all. 


Q. But don't these magazines have the right to exclude any content they 
don't approve of? 


Of course, any magazine has the right to exclude any content — I am not 
advocating that the government pass some kind of law that every 
periodical be forced to carry advertising for products they don't like. What 
I am saying is that these “Libertarians” are full of shit. While claiming 
that they want “less government,” they run to the government and ask to 
be granted exemption from marketplace forces. Just run down the 
mastheads of Liberty or Reason and look at all the “editors,” “fellows,” 
“associates,” etc. and you will see that the majority of these “Libertarians” 
do not earn their livings in the private sector. The “marketplace” is the 
last “place” “Libertarians” want to be. 


Of course, it isn't just “Libertarian” magazines who have forbidden 
Loompanics (and others) to advertise; the Wall Street Journal, Playboy, 
and Soldier of Fortune are among mags that don't want their readers to 
know that we exist. 


Going back to the anti-free-trade nature of corporations, three excellent 
books on this subject are: The Divine Right of Capital, by Marjorie Kelly, 
When Corporations Rule the World, by David C. Korten, and Unequal 
Protection by Thom Hartmann. Check 'em out, Homes. 


Q. Any more examples of private or self censorship? 


Bushels and bushels, but frankly, I am getting tired and depressed by this 
negative subject matter, so I will just give a couple more. Going back to 
corporate “intellectual property,” Bev Harris' Black Box Voting reveals 
that the “Help America Vote Act” passed just after the 2000 election 
encourages states to replace government-run paper-trail vote systems with 
no-paper-trail computerized systems from corporate vendors. The 
machines (now widely in use) generate no paper trail that can be audited, 
and when voting machine companies have been challenged to produce 
audits of their votes or to disclose details of their software, they claim that 
this information is their “intellectual property,” citing the privacy rights 
that come from corporations being considered “persons” in the United 
States. 


And one more, regarding advertising: Google recently removed all of our 
ads — they won't let us advertise anything. They said: “At this time, 
Google policy does not permit the advertisement of websites that contain 
‘the promotion of ‘drugs,’ 'fake documents,’ 'firearms.’” Note that the ban 
is On our entire website, and not just on some particular items. Thus, 


Google will not even let us advertise the book How to Build Your Own 
Log Home for Less Than $15,000 (or anything else) on the grounds that 
our website contains other books they don't like. Down the memory hole 
with Loompanics, although in the very same email they insist: “Google 
believes strongly in freedom of expression and therefore offers broad 
access to content across the web without censoring search results. Please 
note that the decisions we make concerning advertising in no way affect 
the search results we deliver.” And if you believe that, I bet they've got a 
bridge in Brooklyn they would like to sell you. 


And just a bit more about the worst form of censorship of all: Self- 
censorship. This is when you (or your programmers) cause you to 
deliberately be unable to think sensibly on a subject: thought-stopping. 
Religious cults teach thought-stopping techniques to their members, so 
that if you try to bring up something they have been programmed not to 
think about, they will literally clap their hands over their ears, and shout: 
“Help me, Jesus! Go away, Satan!” and so on. Thought-stopping words 
abound in our society. I mentioned the phrase “anti-corporatism” as a 
“Libertarian” thought-stopper earlier. Other current examples are 
“Drugs,” “Children,” “Terrorist,” and lots of others. When we are fed 
these words, we are supposed to literally stop thinking and regurgitate our 
programmed positions. 


Q. Whew! Can we somehow close this on a positive note? 


OK, good idea. We are not helpless against this constant onslaught of 
censorship — it is imperative that we make a conscious effort to examine 
all the “news” we are spoonfed and think about things. If you stop 
thinking, you're finished. Above all, avoid self-censorship. 


Q: One last question. Why “Loompanics?” Does that mean something ? 


The first booklet I ever published (in early 1974) was an index to the first 
four years of National Lampoon magazine. I was in awe of NatLamp as it 
was before the original founders sold their stakes. I still think that those 
issues were the single finest examples of satire and social criticism that 
have ever been published in America. My favorites were Henry Beard 
and, especially, the late Michael O'Donahue. Nothing was sacred with 
those guys, and that makes for good writing! I like NatLamp so much in 
those days that I even had a couple of small jokes published in there, 
something I still like to brag about whenever I get the chance (such as 
now). 


My theory was that if I named my publishing company something that 
sounded like “Lampoon” that it would help the sales of the Index when I 
advertised it in NatLamp. Then, when I started to publish other stuff, I 
already had stationery, etc., printed up, and I got so I like the name (it has 
a nice ring to it, I think), and I just kept it for all my publishing projects, 
and for my bookselling Catalog, too. 


I know, it's anticlimactic. 
Q: For many of the people reading this interview, this will be their first 
introduction to Loompanics Unlimited. Is there anything special you 


would like to say to these people? 


Yes. Have fun, think for yourself, and buy some books.e 
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